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THE APOCRYPHAL NEW TESTAMENT. 


We do not propose to give the whole of the article contain- 
ed in the Monthly Repository,” relative to the publication 
under the above title, but shall extract such parts as we con- 
ceive most material, having nothing in view ourselves but real 
truth. 

It is there stated that this publication ‘* is intended to con- 
vey the impression, that the pieces here brought together were 
originally received as of equal credit with the books contained 
in the New ‘Testament, and were excluded from that volume 
on no other grounds than the caprice of certain ecclesiastics in 
the fourth and fifth century.” ‘Thus, as the writer in the 
Monthly Repository argues, “ having represented the puerile 
and ridiculous pieces here published as equally authentic, or 
nearly so, with those of the New Testament, he has left it to 
the sagacity of every reader to draw the conclusion for him- 
self, that neither the one collection nor the other is worthy of 
credit.’ 

But, whatever might have been the real motive of the com- 
piler, or whatever effect this publication may have with * su- 

perficial readers,’? we cannot conceive that this publication 

an do any injury, on the whole, in the religious world, much 
we to a judicious reader. Nothing in these books can tend i in 
the least degree to invalidate any part of the New Testament, 
except it be ‘those parts which bear such a striking analogy to 
them, viz. the two narratives of the birth of Christ as record- 
edin Matthew and Luke. These are so much like the Gospel 
of Mary, the first and second Infancy, and the Protevangelion, 
Uiat it is difficult to say why all should not be considered as 
truc as any: except, perhaps, where the accounts are contra- 
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Apocryphal New Testameni. 


dictory, and even there, it would be now diflicult to decide 
which, or whether either, may be considered as true. The 
compiler has certainly gone too far in saying (Pref. p. vi.) 
that these pieces “‘ were considered sacred by Christians dur- 
ing the first four centuries after the birth of Christ.” If he 
had said “* by some Christians,” instead of “ by Christians,” 
by which it may be inferred that he meant Christians in gene- 
val, he would, undoubtedly, have come nearer the truth. But 
notwithstanding all the disingenuousness charged upon the 
compiler, of which it appears that he is justly chargeable, yet 
it is admitted on all hands, that such books or pieces did exist, 
and were considered by some, at least, canonical, though in 
general rejected as spurious. Having said thus much, we shall 
now proceed in the language of the writer in the Monthly Re- 
pository. 

‘‘ It is unnecessary to enter into a more detailed examina- 
tion of this work. We think that enough has been stated to 
prove that the intention is insidious, and the execution flimsy 
and insufficient.* But as this unnecessary republication has 
been made of pieces that have long been consigned to neglect, 
it may not be improper to state in what light they ought justly 
to be regarded, and what aspect they bear upon the truth or 
credibility of the New Testament. 

‘That a number of spurious pieces, containing foolish and 
ridiculous statements, should have been composed at an early 
period, and should have been partially received, is a thing so 
likely to have occurred in regard to a subject so generally in- 
teresting as Christianity, that it need excite no surprise, and 
cannot occasion any real discredit except to the authors of such 
writings. In particular, it seems highly probahle that any 
accounts of the infancy of Jesus, of which we have so few par- 
ticulars [and, as we believe, those very doubtful]} in the New 
Testament, would be eagerly received, and, without any very 
rigorous examination, credited. It appears from the preface 
to St. Luke’s Gospel, that many, even at that early period, 
had undertaken to write histories of Jesus Christ and his 
Apostles. ‘The variety of pieces in circulation ultimatel) 
found their just estimation, according to the evidences whicli 
accompanied them of genuineness and credibility: and this 
was the only way in which the canon of the New Testament 
was formed. No restriction was attempted by the Apostles 
upon the liberty which every one had of composing writings 


* Of the execution of the work we beg leave to differ in opinion. More 5 
as been taken as to the notes of various readings, etc. than has been taken wit . 
any copy of the New Testament, which we have seen, except the Improvet 


—_ which we have made the basis of a new translation. —Ep. 
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which he might conceive calculated to edify the church ; the) 
iaid claim to no monopoly of inspiration, nor did they form 
any list or canon of authorised books. No council of the 
church undertook this task during the lapse of several centu- 
ries. ‘lhe volume of the New ‘Testament was gradually col- 
lected from different quarters in which the authenticated 
writings of the apostles were deposited ; and so carefully was 
the discrimination made, that, although several of the pieces 
contained in our present canon were disputed, owing to some 
slight defect of evidence, it admits of the most satisfactory 
proof, that no piece now excluded from it was ever generally 
received as sacred. 

““ We will here give some general remarks of Lardner’s re- 
specting the Apocryphal books published in the carly days of 
Christianity. ‘They are taken from the conclusion of his work 
on the credibility of the Gospel History. (Works, v. 412.) 
Ile says, **1. These books* were not much used by the primi- 
tive Christians. ‘There are no quotations of any of them in 
the apostolic fathers, by whom I mean Barnabas, Clement of 
Rome, Hermas, Ignatius and Polycarp,* whose writings reach 
from about the year of our Lord 7@ to the year 108. I say 
this confidently, because I think it has been proved. Irenzus 
quotes not any of these books; he mentions some of them, but 
he never quotes them. ‘The same may be said of ‘Tertullian: 
he has mentioned a book called the Acts of Paul and 'Thecla, 
but it is only to condemn it. Clement of Alexandria and 
Origen have mentioned and quoted several such books, but 
never as of authority, and some times with express marks of 
dislike. Eusebius quotes no such books in any of his works. 
He has mentioned them, indeed, but how? Not by way of ap- 
probation, but to shew that they were of little or no value, and 
that they were never received by the sounder part of Chris- 
tians. Athanatius mentions not any of them by name; he 
only passes a severe censure upon them in general, nordo any 
of these books ever comein the way of Jerome but he shows signs 
of his displeasure.” « Few or none of these books were com- 
posed before the beginning of the second century.” ‘* The 
publication of these Apocryphal books may be accounted for ; 
it was very much owing to the fame of Christ and his apos. 
tles.” P. 418. ‘ The case of the apostles of Christ is not 
singular. Many men of distinguished character have had dis- 
courses made for them which themselves knew nothing of, and 
actions imputed to them which they never performed ; and emi- 


* r sd . 
__ This must allude to the gospels, etc. but not to the epistles of Barnabas, 
Clement, etc. (which are also now included in the Apocryphal New ‘Testament 
who are here spoken of as “apostolic fathers.’°—Ep. 
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nent writers have often had works imputed to them of which 
they were not the authors. Nevertheless, very few impostures 
of this kind have prevailed in the world, all men being unwil- 
ling to be deceived, and many being on their guard, and readi- 
ly exerting themselves to detect and expose such things. Many 
things were published in the name of Plautus which were not 
his. Some works were ascribed. to Virgil and Horace which 
were not theirs. ‘The Greek and Roman critics distinguish- 
ed the genuine and spurious works of those famous writers. 
The primitive Christians acted in the like manner; they did 
not presently receive every thing proposed to them; they ad- 
mitted nothing which was not well recommended. Says Sera- 
pion, Bishop of Antioch, in his examination of the Gospel of 
Peter, ‘* We receive Peter and the other apostles, as Clirisi, 
but as skilful men we reject those writings which are falseiy 
ascribed to them.” Upon the whole,’ says Dr. Lardner, 
«© we have all the satisfaction which Gan be reasonably desired, 
that the books received by the primitive Christians were re- 
ceived by them upon good ground, and that others were as 
justly rejected.” ‘Thus Dr. Lardner. The writer in the Re- 
pository continues : 

‘‘ If any doubts have been occasioned to any individual by 
the casual inspection of the work we have been reviewing, We 
trast they will be set to rest by the opinion of so learned and 
upright an inquirer after truth as Dr. Lardner: and whoever 
wishes to see to full advantage the argument which may be de- 
rived from these very pieces in favour of Christianiiy, will do 
well to consult a volume written by Dr. Maltby, entitled “ Il 

ustrations of the truth of Christianity.” al Vig 








A QUESTION FOR LIMITARIANS. 


Suppose two persons living at the same time, born with like 
advantages; one of them was notoriously wicked. He was 
guilty of idolatry, thefts, murder, robbery, and, in short, he 
violated all the commandments of God; and his whole life was 


_oné continued series of sin and iniquity, characterised by every 


species of outrage, turpitude and crime. But, a few moments 
vefors his death, he was ‘ born again,” repented of his crime> 
——offered up prayers to God—thanked him for the manifesta- 
tion of his goodness+—then sunk into the grave; his spirit rost, 
exulting, from the ruins of the tomb, and was wafted on st 
raphic wings, to the beatific mansions of the saints, in the Pa 
radise of God! eat 

But the other sustained a very different character; his whole 
life was spent in doing good; sober, upright, charitable, an° 
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humane, his governing principles were rectitude and integrity ; 
he visited the sick and imprisoned—fed the hungry—clothed 
the naked, and gave drink to the thirsty—his heart sympa- 
thized in the miseries of the afflicted, and his hands contributed 
liberally to their relief; he also died, but without experiencing 
any visible change of heart; his body was consigned to the 
tomb, and his spirit to the gloomy abodes of the damned in hell 
—to interminable misery and woe! 

This supposition is consistent with the Limitarian plan of 
Salvation, and this is a specimen of what is called Justice. 

Now will any who limit divine grace, be so good as to in- 
form me how the Justice of an impartial God is manifested in 
the destination of these two persons; and whether they are 
rewarded according to their deeds ? TIMOTHY. 

[The Herald of Salvation. 








DIFFERENCE OF SENTIMENT AMONG UNIVERSALISTS. 


(In our Magazine for January, (p. 203,) we published a few 
remarks on * An appeal to the public,” signed “ Restora- 
tionist,” and an appeal * to the world,” or ‘ Declaration,” 
signed ** Jacob Wood.’? These two papers, as published in 
the Christian Repository, have been re-published in the (Bos- 
ton) Universalist Magazine. The following isa reply, as pub- 
lished in the last mentioned paper, of February 1, 1823. | 


In last week’s Magazine we republished, from the * Chris- 
tian Repository,” ** An APPEAL To THE PuBLIc,” signed 
‘© Restorationist ;” and a DrcLARATION, (as we shall call if} 
signed * Jacob Wood,’’ in behalf of others. 

It is now about seven weeks since those pieces were first 
published. In the mean time, we have laboured with our bre- 
thren who were the authors, for the purpose of persuading 
them to recal their publication; but to no avail. We now 
submit to the alternative of publicly disproving their repre- 
sentation and exposing the real character of their procedure, 
in preference to permitting it to stand uncontradicted before 
the world, alienating the hearts of brethren, and exciting sus- 
picion and discord. 

_ It may be proper to lay open the mystery which at first 
nung over the origin of these two pieces. 

Although one of them represented us to the public as fs- 
menters of discord among the brethren, we were left without 
any certain knowledge who the authors were, till about three 
weeks after the publication. Finding that we waited in vain 
for the authors to avow themselves to us, we sent to Br. Dean, 
whom we suspected to be one of them, requesting him to in; 
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form us whether he was one, and to state who the others were, 
if he knew. He refused to give us any information in reply, 
unless we would first agree to terms of secrecy. We then sent 
the same request to Br. Edward Turner, of Charlestown; 
who frankly informed us, in answer, that he and Brs. Jacol 
Wood, of Shrewsbury; Paul Dean, of Boston; Barzillai 
Streeter, of Salem; Levi Briggs,* of Westminster; and 
Charles Hudson, of Preston, (Con.) were the authors. He 
stated also in detail, that at a meeting in Shirley, on the 4th 
Wednesday of last September, the brethren above named, to- 
gether with himself, advised that such an ¢ Appeal’ and ¢ De- 
claration’ should be written, and sent to the * Christian Repo- 
sitory,’ for publication; that Br. Wood wrote; and sent them 
accordingly; and that at their second meeting, holden in Bos- 
ton on the 3d Wednesday of last December, they all, except 
Br. Hudson, who was not present, approved of the ‘ AppEat 
ro THE Puptic,” and * DeEcLARATION,” as they then stood 
printed in the “ Christian Repository.” 

These, therefore, we take to be the authors; and such we 
suppose to have been the origin of those pieces. 

Of their ‘* Declaration,” we shall at present take no other 
notice than what may be of use in exposing the real character 
of the ** Appeal ;”” but of the Appeal we cannot take our leave 
till we have performed the most painful duty that has ever de- 
volved on us as editors or as ministers. 

To begin, we must beg the reader to compare their ‘ {p- 
peal” with their ** Declaration.’’ He will discover a most con- 
demning absurdity on the very face of those two pieces, when 
they are compared. How do the authors represent themselves 
in the Appeal ? Answer: as striving “ to preserve the union 
of the order,’’—as seeking to continue in fellowship with those 
that deny, as well as with those that believe the doctrine of 
future punishment. Indeed, it is one of the grand objects of 
the Appeal to convince the public that they had assiduously en- 
deavoured to prevent a separation.—Very well.—Now turn to 
their Declaration. What do they there say concerning the 
doctrine of no future punishment? Answer: that it “ is gub- 
versive of a just sense of our accountability to God, and the 
proper distinction between virtue and vice, and, consequently, 
lessens the motives to virtue and gives force to the temptations 
of sin.” And still they pretend to have been laboriously pur- 
suing a course of measures for the very purpose of continuing 
in fellowship with those who believe and avow this pernicious 


* Since writing this, we have received a letter from Br: Briggs disclaiming all 
concern with the Aprrat. 


T Probably he did not write them till after the adjournment of the meeting 4* 
Shirley.— Editors. 
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doctrine!—this doctrine, of which they again say “* if it be not 
certain that’ it “ gives force to the temptations of sin, there 
is no moral certainty upon any subject whatever !’’—of which 
they also say, repeatedly, it ‘* sets aside the scheme of salva- 
tion by Christ ’? Mark this, reader: it “ sets aside the 
scheme of salvation by Christ!’ as well as is detrimental to the 
morals of community,’ and irreconcileable with their own doc- 
trine ;* and yet they are willing to profess before God and 
man, to fellowship those who believe and avow it—to fellow- 
ship them as Christian ministers! and have even studiously 
sought to prevent every thing that might lead to a separation 
from them! Let those believe all this story who can. ‘The 
fact is, he who contrived this story, has not wished to prevent 
a separation, he has sought one with all his heart, as we shall 
shew before we conclude ; but he and his associates knew that 
a separation would be unpopular, and wished to fix the odium 
of the measure on others. 

How desirous they have been “ to preserve peace and tran- 
quillity,” is evinced by the manner in which they published their 
Appeal. Let it be here observed, however, that in the Appeal 
they endeavour to make the public believe that those brethren 
who deny the doctrine of future punishment, together with the 
editors of the Magazine, have conducted so inconsistently with 
the rules of good fellowship as to provoke towards a separa- 
tion.t| Now, this appeal the authors published to the world, 
with all its items of complaint against their own brethren, 
without having exchanged one word with them on the subject. 
They had not informed us that they were even dissatisfied{ 


* “ This corruption appearing to be seated and growing among the order of 
Universalists in the United States, and believing that it is a great hindrance to 
the reception and spread of the truth, as well as detrimental to the morals of 
community.” 

“In our opinion the doctrine of Universal Salvation at the commencement of a 
future state, and that of the final restoration of all men by Jesus Christ, through 
faith und repentance, are distinct and different doctrines, and are capable of 
being reeonciled together.”—Extracts from their Declaration. 

T “* But be it ever remembered, and I appeal to the foregoing Facrs to sub- 
stantiate my assertion, that if a-separation be the final nesutt, we did not seek 
it, and they must be considered as its legitimate authors.’—Ftract from the 
Appeal, 

+ It may be proper here to state that in November last (after the Appeal was 
sent to the “ Christian Repository” for publication) we accidentally heard that 
Mr. Turner and others, had, at their meeting at Shirley, last September, pudlicly 
complained of wrong received from the Editors in the management of the Ma- 
gazine. One of the Editors saw Mr. ‘Turner on the same day, aud told him 
what he had heard. Mr. T. replied that he had thought we did wrong in az 
Jollowing the plan offered in the “ Proposals.” ‘Yhis editor, perceiving a dissa- 
lisfaction, wrote him an account of our management in every thing relating to 
the “ Proposals,’’ (the substance of wliich account we shall insert) and then 
added, “ if, contrary to my expectation, it should still appear to you. tliat we 


Levers sree 7 ° . 4 f 
nave injured, Lask of vou the boon of a brother—forgiveness’’ Afterwards he 
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with that part of our management of the Magazine of which 
they complained in the Appeal, although some of them had 
been frequently in company with us, and had conversed with 
as particularly about the Magazine. ‘They had preserved the 
same silence too, at least as far as we can learn, towards those 
brethren (or that party,* as they call them in their * most 
conciliating spirit’?) who deny the doctrine of future punish- 
ment. Of them they complain, that they at length ** seemed 
to attach more importance to” the idea “ that all misery is 
confined to this life.” The authors had not before told them 
that they felt dissatisfied with this circumstance; they had not 
even told them that such a circumstance existed. They com- 
plain also, that those brethren were wont to dwell on that idea 
‘‘in their public discourses, and this too on Conventional oc- 
casions, and when they exchanged desks with their brethren 
who differed from them on this subject.”” ‘They had not before 
mentioned a word of all this to those brethren, so far as we can 
learn; to many of them we know they had not. | 
In one word, they have published those complaints without 
previously endeavouring to dissuade their brethren from the 
commission of the pretended abuse. We mention this, not 
particularly to shew that it is a flagrant transgression of the 
rules of fellowship; but to bring forward the character of their 
procedure into full view. _ All their fervent desire for the pre- 
servation of harmony never put it into their heads to men- 
tion their dissatisfaction to their offending brethren; but it led 
them to think of holding those brethren up to public dislike. 
When the «* Appeal” was published, the authors still remain- 
ed silent. We were occasionally in company with some of 
them, and once with all of them, except Mr. Hudson; but they 
said nothing about their publication,; nor gave us an intima- 
tion that they were the authors. And when we at length sent 
to Mr. Dean requesting him to inform us whether he was one, 
and, if so, who the others were, he refused to answer unless we 
would first agree to terms of secrecy. When we wrote to Mr. 
itreeter, of Salem, expostulating with him for his breach of 
the rules of fellowship in publishing complaints against his 
brethren, without a previous labour withtjhem, he attempted 


went to Mr. T.’s house, and Mr. T. then told him that he énew not that we had 
done wrong in that affair, exceft in not following the plan offered in the “ Propo- 
sals.” After this Mr. TI’. approved of the Appeal as it stands in the Repository! 

" We believe the authors are the first, and we hope the last, to call those bre- 
thren who do believe in future punishment, and those who do not, ranrizs. It 
isa word of bad influence. 

T One of the Editors, on one of these occasions, attempted to expostulate 
with Mr. Wood for publishing the Appeal without a previous labour with the 
brethren complained of; Mr. W. neither said, nor denied, that he was one of the 
authors; but would not hear the expostulation, and said he would do nothing on 
‘he subtect except by writing or publications. 
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‘3 Conceal the fact that he was one of the authors, and affected 
auch sur prise that we addressed him as such. 

‘The foregoing is chiefty an account of the circnmstances con- 
nected Ww h the ‘publication of the Appeal. We now come to 
the examination of the Appeal itself. 

We shall first prove that the following representation, which 
is kept up through the whole of the Appeal, viz. that the au- 
thors have sought “ to preserve the peace and union of the 
erder,”’ is entirely false. 

In the year 1816, Mr. Jacob Wood applied to the General 
Convention of Universalists for a letter of fellowship, and re- 
ceived one. In this very year (more than six yeais ago) he 
persuaded one of the Universalist ministers to believe that it 
was necessary that the Convention should take a decided 
stand in favour of the doctrine of future punishment; and at 
the same time privately instilled prejudices into his mind 
against Mr. Ballou, then of Salem, (now of Boston.) who was 
supposed to doubt that doctrine. At this period, Mr. Wood 
was preaching in Haverhill, (Mass.) where he talked so much 
against Mr. Ballou that the society became dissatisfied with 
him as their preacher. All this while he pretended much 
friendship in Mr. Ballou’s presence, as he likewise generally 
has since. Soon after this, he represented to Mr. Ballou that 
Mr. Turner was desirous of a correspondence with him on the 
subject of future punishment, and persuaded Mr. Ballou to 
write to Mr. Turner and invite such a correspondence. Let it 
be noticed that until this correspondence which was carried on 
in the ** Gospel Visitant, * there had been nothing special said 
or written against the doctrine of future punishment. After 
ongaging Mr. Ballou and Mr. Turner in the controversy, Mr. 
Wood obtained letters from almost all the Universalist minis- 


ters in New-England, stating their belicf in future punish- 
invent; and then published extracts from those letters, without 


the know! ledge of the writers, inan Appendix to a ‘ Brief Es- 
ay on Future Retribution.”’ He said he did this for the pur- 
0s e of making known that the Universalists were believers in 
tna ¢ punish: nent. The Essay, with the letters, was publish- 
ed under the approbation of Messrs. Turner and Dean, who had 
ritten their own letters for publication in it. In this Essay, 
wl. Wood manifested some h arshness, of which the following 
extract is a specimen: ‘* The many. gross absurdities to w hich N 
the doctrine of immediate universal salvation is liable, and tre 
vicious effects which it is calculated to produce, render it a doc- 
trine justly deserving of disapprobation and conTEemMpy.”* 
This pamphlet came out about the first of September, 1817; 


* See * Brief Essay,” &e. page 24. Who can produce so severe and cone 
(emptuous an expression as this in all that has been written agaznet future p unish- 
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and within a week or fortnight afterwards, the General Con- 
vention met at Charlton, where Mr. Wood was then pr aching. 
At this Convention, Mr. Wood privately endeavoured to per- 
guade a number of ministers (among whom was offe of the 
editors) to join him in a separate Association under the title 
of © Restorationists,’’? but did not succeed. It would seem, 
from several circumstances, that Messrs. Turner and Dean 
then knew and approved of this attempt. 

Mr. Wood had previously agreed, with one of the ministers, 
to bring the subject of future punishment before this Conven- 
tion at Charlton; and, if there proved to be a majority of 
members who would assent to that doctrine, to declare their 
separation from them, and declare it openly. However, when 
the period agreed oa had arrived, Mr. Wood refused to act ac- 
cording to agreement; but took the clandestine manner we 
have described. We wish the reader to bear in mind, that at 
this period there had existed no excitement against the doctrine 
of future punishment; there had been so little said or written 
against it, that very few of the Universalist ministers knew 
each others’ opinion on the subject. 

At the Convention in Charlton, Mr. Wood pursued his for- 
mer practice of privately instilling prejudices, some of them 
of the most cruel kind, against Mr. Ballou; and boasted that 
“he had got to come down.” He had likewise pursued the 
same practice in his conversation with the members of his so- 
ciety in Charlton, till it had become a subject of very general 
complaint among them. 

Ever since that Convention, he has, both in conversation 
with the ministers and in letters to them, confidently declared 
that there would be a separation of the Convention. Of him- 
self and his associates, he said, that they do not think a union 
ought to be maintained, or can be justified, between two so op- 
posite theories as are professed by the members of the Conven- 
tion. -[Mark this, reader; for they, in the Appeal pretend to 
have labored for union.] He has almost uniformly maintained 
that the doctrine of no future punishment tends to immorality ; 
and that the professed believers of it are, in general, infidels. 
‘The following is only a specimen of his representations: Re- 
turning from Boston, he stopped at Mr. Nathaniel Whitte- 
more’s in Lancaster. Mr. Whittemore asked him, What news: 


to which he replied, ** Bad news, bad news, Br. Whittemore; - 





I am really sorry !’? What is it, rejoined Mr. Whitte- 
more. Mr. Wood anwered, ** Nine-tenths of Br. Ballou’s s0- 
ciety are infidels I am really sorry.”’ As to his common 





practice of talking against Mr. Ballou, it may be well under- 
stood by considering the fact that he has repeatedly declared to 
the ministers that it is his design and determination to lesse 
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Mir. Ballou in the public esteem; and the societies where he 
has preached can bear him testimony that he has shewed him- 
self in earnest in the prosecution of that design. 

When we consider all these facts, the part that Mr. Wood 
has acted with the knowledge, and often, co-operation of 
Messrs. Turner and Dean, and the course that Messrs. Tur- 
ner and Dean themselves have pursued, though not so openly, 
we stand in utter astonishment at the falsehood of the Appeat!. 
Have they endeavoured to preserve union? Are we the authors 
of the threatening separation? Why, Mr. Wood himself has 
voluntarily and deliberately stated that he knew Envy to be the 
cause of the threatened schism! Br. B. Whittemore had asked 
iim the cause of Messrs. 'Curner and Dean’s opposition to Mr. 
Ballou. ** Br. Whittemore,” said Mr. Wood, in answer, * ] 
know human nature so well as to know that envy is the cause 
of the impending schism.” He likewise told one of the editors 
that he had no doubt that the opposition of Messrs. Turner and 
Dean was caused by envy towards Mr. Ballou. 

Mr. Dean has reported, secretly, that Mr. Ballou retained 
nothing of Christianity but the name; and has talked against 
him in such a manner, to some of the brethren, that they have 
told Mr. Ballou they never should repeat the conversation, nor 
tell htm what it was, unless they saw him in real danger from 
it. About two years ago, Mr. Turner intimated an unwilling- 
ness to proceed on in harmony; for, said he, * then there 
would be nobody but Ballou.”’ 

But we desist from the enumeration of the facts in our pos- 
session. 

We shall now attend to the particular statements which they 
have made in the Appeal. 

It may perhaps be thought that those statements are of too 
ivivial a nature to merit attention. We grant that, in them- 
selves, they are; but the reader will please to remember that, 
however unimportant, they are those on which the authors rely 
to substantiate their assertion that, if a separation be the final 
result, we and the other brethren complained of, are its legili- 
mate authors.—We have discovered too, by letters, that they 
have endeavoured, by means of those and similar statements, 
to make our brethren believe that those complained of have ma- 
nifested an wing spirit. We therefore beg the pa- 








The first of thogé}statements which we shall attend to, is, 
Th, who believe that all misery is confined to 
this life, were wdnt to dwell on that sentiment in their dis- 
courses on Convgntional occasions. 

Now, the fact*is, that not even one sermon has been preachi- 
ed at our General Convention against the idea of future punish. 
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ment. Mr. Turner himself preached a sermon at the Conven- 
tion in Lebanon, 1819, in support of that doctrine; and he is 
the only one who has preached directly on that subject, on 
those occasions. We beg not to be misunderstood: we do not 
deny that there have been sermons preached before the Gene- 
ral Conventions. both by those who believe, and those who deny 
the doctrine of future punishment, in which particular texts 
were applied to this life, that some Universalists would refer 
to astate of punishment after death. Let it be understood too, 
that we do not mention the fact that, Mr. ‘Turner preached a 
sermon at the General Convention, in favour of future punish- 
ment. as an impropriety: the impropriety lics in his making 
the ebove statement in the Appeal. 

Their next statement is, that those brethren who believe that 
all misery is confined to this life. were wont to dwell on that 
sentiment when they exchanged desks with their brethren who 
differ from them on that subject. 

We have not.authority to deny that there have been instances 
in which brethren have dwelt on the idea that ail misery is 
confined to this life, or preached against the doctrine of future 
punishment in the desks of those who believe that doctrine ; 
but we neither know, nor have heard of such instanees, and 
therefore venture to say they are not numerous. Let us, how- 
ever, apply the remark we mace in the preceding paragraph: 
we think that sermons have been preached in the desks of those 
who believe in future punishment, in which particular texts 
were applied to this life, which some Universalists would refer 
to a state of punishment after death. But this is no more than 
what Mr. Wood himself has repeatedly. done in his writings.* 
But after all, how trivial is the statement we are replying to! 
Is there any impropriety in preaching directly on this subject 
inany desk? If we are not misinformed, some of those brethren - 
who believe in future punishment have preached that doctrine 
in the desks of those who do not believe it; and we confess we 
never have been able to discover any impropricty in this prac- 
tice. Our union will never be jeopardized by frankness; it is 
only the secret plotting of a domestic enemy that can endan- 
ger it. 

They also state, in the way of complaint, the treatment they 
have received in the editorial management of the Magazine. 

To show that this complaint is without cause, we offer the 


* See his “ Examination of Mr. Mann’s Sermon,’ and his ** Remarks” on 
“A Letter toa Friend, by a Clergyman of Massachusetts!” In these two Pam- 
phlets he has applied Jude 7.—Viat. xii 32 —ark iii. 28, 29 —Luke xii. 10.— 
Mat. v. 26.—Mat. xviii. 24.—Luke xii. 59.—Rev. xiv, 11.—Rev. xx. 10, to the 
present life; all of whieh passages some Universalists have referred to a state 
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following statement. It is abridged from a long and very par- 
ticular account which one of the Editors gave,* in writing to 
Mr. Turner, more than a month before he finally approved of the 
Appeal. It may be proper to state, that after giving Mr. Tur- 
ner this account, the writer added, ‘ if, contrary to my expec~ 
tation, it should still appear to you that we have injured, I ask 
of you the boon of a brother—forgiveness.”—This forgiveness, 
it seems, is not for us. 


STATEMENT. 


“© 1. The “ Proposals” (so called) by “ Restorationist,’’ 
had been published in the Magazine about eight weeks before 
we, at Mr. Bowen’s request, became the editors. Inthe mean 
time there was a controversy (not about FUTURE PUNISHMENT, 
but) about the propriety of acceding to the plan which the Propo- 
sals offered, viz. to write a statement of doctrine on each side 
of the question, &c. &c. &c. 2. When we engaged to become 
editors, Mr. Ballou, 2d. of Roxbury, (who has never held 
** that all human misery is confined to this life,”’) told Mr. Bal- 
lou, of Boston, that he wished that controversy about the Pro- 
posals to be stopped immediately. Mr. Ballou replied, that 
having been himself engaged in the controversy, he would have 
nothing to do in the editorial management of it, but leave it 
entirely in the hands of the two other editors. Mr. Ballou, 
2d. then persuaded Mr. Whittemore (the other editor) to join 
in S@pping the controversy; and himself wrote the notice to 
‘* Restorationist,” excluding, in future, the controversy con- 
cerning simply the Proposals. ‘This notice was inserted in the 
first paper that came out under our care. 3. After this notice 
was printed, we received the ** two communications from Re- 
storationist,”? which he says were in our office when we close 
the controversy ‘“ by an editorial edict.”” [Be particular to 
observe that this controversy which we had closed was not 
about future punishment, but about the propriety of the Propo- 


sals; let it be observed too that if any wished to accept ot 


those Proposals, they were at perfect liberty so to do—our ex- 
clusion of the Controversy notwithstanding.|] 4. Afterwards 
we gave the following notice: “ If any person or persons think 
proper to accept these Proposals, we shall be ready to make 
known such acceptance through the medium of this paper.” 5. 


After this, “ Restorationist,’ over the signature ‘* Lover of 


Truth,” sent another Proposal. This second Proposal we pub- 
lished, although nobody [either one party or the other, to use 
his own darling epithet] had seen fit to accept his first Pro- 
posal. But we pointed out some faults in it. He then sent us 


* See former note, 
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the reply [published in the Appeal,] which contains a third 
Proposal. ‘This we rejected: and it is the only one that we 
ean with propriety be said to have rejected from this author.” 

Let the reader remember that the whole of that management 
of the Magazine, of which the authors of the Appeal complain, 
was in consequence of the counsels of that editor who has never 
held * that all misery is confined to this life ;’? and that in 
complaining, they as much complain against their own ParTy 
(to borrow their own favourite term) as against any other 
PARTY in the universe. Of what importance, let us ask, was 
the controversy about Proposals which every body had the op- 
portunity to accept? Had we written the Proposals ourselves, 
we would have stopped any controversy about them which was 
likely to occupy much of the paper. 

Three more particulars we will insert from the account sent 
to Mr. Turner, and we have done: 

“6. We had not, we think, rejected ene communication in 
favour of the doctrine of future punishment. 7. We had re- 
jected, at least etght communications designed to support the 
doctrine of no punishment after death. 8. We had rejected 
many communications, on other subjects, from the friends and 
supporters of the Magazine.” 

We now take our leave of the Appeal. 

it seems necessary carefully to caution those brethren who 
live at adistance, against supposing that the disaffection ma- 
nifested in the Appeal, is between those who believe in fature 
punishment and those wha do not. The whole of that affair 
was got up solely by the authors,* whom we have named; 
and with them it will end. It has not, and will not, extend 
to one single minister beside them, in the whole Convention. 
‘The indubitable proofs of anxious devotion to the union of our 
Convention, which we have received from all quarters, have 
exceeded our expectations. 

We cannot conclude without expressing our gratitude to our 
brethren who have so magnanimously stepped forward and fur- 
nished us with the testimony we needed. It has been an un- 
speakable consolation in this season of affliction, to see those 
brethren who believe in future punishment and those who do 
not, manifesting but one spirit, and equally assisting in ex- 
posing the enemy that sows discord. We cannot particularize 
—God bless them all. 

The respected Editor of the ** Christian Repository” we 
beg to accept our thanks for the friendly and impartial feelings 
he manifested in his editorial Remarks on inserting the Ap- 


_* When we speak of the Authors of the Appeal whom we have named, we 
wish the reader to except Br, Briggs. See the first note. 
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peal. It may be proper to give this public testimony of our 
confidence in his brotherly affection, in order to prevent unfa- 
yourable suspicions in the minds of readers. 

We sympathize in the general grief of our brethren. Some 
of us can remember the friendship of former days; and the re- 
collection brings up so many scenes of lost happiness that it is 
more than the heart can endure. 

- HOSEA BALLOU, 
HOSEA BALLOU, 2d. 
THOMAS WHITTEMORE. 








FROM THE BOSTON UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


UNIFORMITY IN RELIGION. 


We do not remember to have seen any thing on the subject 
more striking and cenvincing than the following. It is from 
an author whose style is peculiar to himself; but who appears 
to have possessed an uncommonly clear understanding, and 
a most natural and ingenious method of communicating his 
thoughts. 


Extract from a letter on Uniformity in Religion, 


BY ROBERT ROBINSON, 


Make religion what you will; let it be speculation, let it be 
practice; make it faith, make it fancy ; let it be reason, let it 
be passion: let it be what you will, UNIFORMITY in it is not 
to beexpected. Philosophy is a stranger to it [uniformity | 
and christianity disowns it. 

A philosopher holds that the system of tne Universe is per- 
fect; that the duty and glory of man is to follow, not force, 
nature; that moral philosophy is nothing but a harmony of 
the world of spirit with the world of matter; that all the fine 
essays on virtue are nothing but essays on this conformity— 
thus he proves that moral evil is the production of natural 
evil, moral good the production uf natural good. A philoso- 
pher would say to a legislator, as a poet to a man of taste, 


To build, to plant, whatever you intend, 
To rear the column, or the arch to bend, 
To swell the terrace, or to sink the grot, 
In all, let narure never be forgot. 


Give a philosopher a farm, and enjoin him to cultivate it like 
a philosopher ; he will study the soil, the situation, the sea- 
sons, and so on, and having comprehended what his farm is 
capable of, he will improve it accordingly. In the same man- 
nev he directs his garden, and every plant in it, never expect- 
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ing to gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles. What would 
liee—yea, what would the wnuphilosophixed farmers say of An act 
for the uniformity of husbandry ? An act of Uniformity, say the 
‘honest rustics, what’s that? What’s that! Why, you mist 
grow nothing but wheat. How! say they, some of our lands 
are too light, they will produce none; we can grow rye there, 
indeed; we have some not even worth ploughing for rye; 
however they will serve for a sheep-walk, or at worst for a 
cabbit-warren. ‘Thus Nature teaches men to reason, and thus 
they reason right. 

Go a step farther. Make this philosopher a tutor, and 
commit tohis tuition a company of youths; he will no more 
think of uniforming these young gentlemen, than of teaching 
his horse to fly, or his parrot toswim. ‘Their genius differ, 
says he, and I must diversify their education; Nature has 
formed this for elocution and that for action. And should the 
blind fondness of parents complain, his answer is ready, What 
was d, that I could withstand God ? tn short, place such a man 
m what disinterested sphere you will, and his principles guide 
his practice—except indeed he should be chosen to represent a 


county; then, probably, not having the fear of philosophy be- 


fore his eyes, he might vote for an ct of Uniformity. 

A law that requires uniformity, either requires men to be of 
fhe same sentiments, or to practice the same ceremonies. Now, 
if it should appear that the first is impossible, the last will 
fall of itself. For then the question will be, ought two men, 
who confessedly differ in sentiment, to profess that they agree? 
Gught an honest man to be one thing, and appear another ?— 
Heaven forbid that any should maintain so dangerous a thesis. 

You are a man of extensive knowledge—vou know the 
ancient and modern creeds; you remember that Harry the 
Kighth enjoined * all preachers to instruct the people to be- 
hieve the- whole bible, the three creeds, the Apostles’ Nicene, 
and Athanasian, and to interpret all things according to them.” 
You know that in Edward the Sixth’s reign, two and forty ar- 
ticles, drawn up by Cranmer and Ridley, were thought neces- 
sary to be published, ¢ for the avoiding diversity of opinions, 
and establishing consent touching true religion.’ In the be- 
ginning of Elizabeth’s reign, you know, eleven articles were 
‘set out by order of both Archbishops, Metropolitans, and the 
rest of the Bishops, for the wnity of doctrine to be taught and 
holden by all Parsons, Vicars and Curates; as well in tes- 
tification ef their common consent in the said doctrine, to the 
stopping of the mouths of them that go about to slander the 
ministers of the church for diversity of judgment, &c. Two 
years after, all the former were reviewed, and the whole Bible, 
the three creeds, the two and forty articles, and the eleven ar- 
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ticles were collected into one aggregate sum, and made thirty- 
nine. Subscription to these has been essential ever since, 
which subscription “is an argument (as his Majesty’s decla- 
ration says) that all clergymen agree in the true usual, literal 
meaning of the said articles.”’ 

Whatever be the true meaning of these articles, it is not on- 
ly certain that Clergymen explain, and consequently believe, 
them in different and even contrary senses; but it is also credible 
that no thirty-nine articles can be invented by the wit of man, 
which thirty-nine men can exactly agree in. It is not obsti- 
nacy, it is necessity. 

Suppose the thirty-nine articles to contain a given number of 
ideas, and for argument’s sake, suppose that number to be fif- 
ty. Suppose the capacities of men to differ as they undoubted- 
ly do, and one man’s intelligence to be able to comprehend 
fifty, a second’s five hundred, and a third’s but five and twen- 
ty. The first may subscribe these fifty points of doctrine; 
but who can confine the genius of the second? Or who can ex- 
pand the capacity of the last? In minds capable of different 
operations, no number of points of doctrine can possibly be 
fixed on as a standard for all ; for fix on what number soever 
you will, there will always be too many for the capacities of 
some, or for others too few. If this be the case, who can esta- 
blish an uniformity of sentiment? Whatearthly power can say, 
We will not endure any varying or departing in the least 
degree ? 

Did the Supreme govern his empire by an Act of Uniformi- 
ty, men might be damned for believing too little, and Se- 
raphs degraded for believing too much. ‘The creed of the in- 
habitants of Saturn might be established, and theirs that dwell 
in the Moon only tolerated. In such a case, what a fine field 
of controversial glory would open to the divines of these two 
provinces of the kingdom, on the origin of Evil! Almighty 
Father ! can a blind belief please thee? Can thy creatures be- 
lieve what they cannot perceive the evidence of ? Can all un- 
derstand the evidence of the same number of truths? Formed 
with different organs, educated in different prejudices, dost 
thou require the same services? Art thou indeed the hard mas- 
ter who reapest where thou hast not sowed? Far from all thy 
subjects be such a thought! 

Conclude then, worthy Sir, that if God be a rock and his 
work perfect, if variety be the characteristic of all his works, 
an attempt to establish uniformity is reversing and destroying 
all the Creator’s glory. ‘To attempt an uniformity of colour, 
scund, taste, smell, would be a fine undertaking ; but what, 
pray, will you call an attempt to establish an wniformity of 
thought 2? 

Vor. Il. li 
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FROM THE SAME, 


NEMARKS ON JOHN VI. 6038. 


“ The words that I speak unto you, they are spirit, and they are life.” 


‘These words derive great importance from the consideration 
that they were spoken by the great ‘Teacher sent of God. 
Jesus Christ had the welfare of mankind near his heart, and 
therefore would teach no doctrine injurious to their moral con- 
dition. ‘Che direction which he has given us to learn of him 
should induce us to give the strictest attention to the words 
that he spake. 

No christian will be willing to allow that the doctrine of 
Jesus is not of a good moral tendency. With his words we 
have associated every thing that is good, and we never can 
refrain from pitying the man who speaks against them. The 
doctrines of every sect, as far as they agree with the doctrine 
of Jesus, are entitled to the same respect and attention. We 
should then, be very careful to ascertain whether a doctrine is 
opposed in its nature or tendency to the doctrine of Jesus, be- 
fore we decry it as immoral and licentious. "lo this remark 
we trust that the good sense of every person will induce him to 
consent. No one can help seeing the injustice of condemning 
any doctrine before it is examined as it is preached and be- 
lieved by its advocates. No enlightened and unprejudicedl 
man can refrain from disliking the actions of him, who, while 
he declares that he knows nothing about a doctrine that is be- 
lieved by thousands of his fellow citizens, and that he has no 
desire to become acquainted with it, is continually declaiming 
against it as licentious. ‘There is no more justice in such con- 
duct than there would be in a judge who should pass sentence 
before he heard the evidence of the witnesses, or the verdict of 
the jury. | 

One important point ef doctrine which our Saviour laid 
down, is expressed by the following words: ** God so loved the 
world, thet he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever be- 
lieveth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. 
For God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the world: 
but that the world through him might be saved.” 

These words * are spirit, and they are life’? And what de 
they teachus? 1. That God is not an enemy to the world. 
This is, a truth that all created nature manifests. The Divine 
Being gives us the blessings of the changing seasons, day and 
night, sunshine and rain, food and raiment; and all things else 
that we enjoy. These things so manifestly prove that God is 
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a friend to man, that it is marvellous that every mind is not 
convinced of the fact. And yet how many there are now be- 
seeching us to make God our friend before it be eternally too 
late! How often are we told that God is an infinite enemy to 
sinners! 2. These words of our Saviour teach us that God 
never was otherwise than a friend to man, We have been 
taught by the popular clergy that we were once all justly ex- 
posed to the infinite displeasure of the Almighty, who was 
burning with wrath towards us, and plotting our eternal ruin. 
That Jesus in mercy placed his breast to the storm, and 


’ Quenched his Pather’s flaming sword, 
In his own vital blood.” 


But the words that are * spirit and life’? assure us, that God 
loved the world before Jesus came into it; that this love was 
the cause of his sending him; and therefore, Jesus could not 
have died to make God merciful, for he was never otherwise. 
It now must be granted by all, that there is a great necessity 
ef man’s knowing his Maker’s love. God sent his Son into 
the world to commend his love to the world, and God did not 
send his Son to do that which is of little or no importance. 
And we are obligated to believe from these circumstances that 
it is for man’s highest interest to know that God loves him.- 
And the idea, that the words of Jesus, which are always ex- 
pressive of his Father’s love to mankind, are spirit and life to 
the soul, demonstrates our proposition. Our subject may be 
illustrated by the following simile: The children of a kind and 
loving parent, by the influence of some arch adversary, are 
unduced to believe that their father hates them, and although 
he has heretofore been kind to them, he will hereafter be as 
cruel. Fearful of their father’s wrath and vengeance, they se- 
cretly leave the house in which they have always been treated 
with kindness and attention, and wander in ways beset with 
thorns, through almost impervious swamps and forests, until 
they find themselves in a labyrinth, from which they can find 
no deliverance. At length some kind hand raises them from 
their lost condition, and sets their faces towards their father’s 
house. They would fain return but they dare not. Would there 
not be a great necessity of teaching these children their father’s 
love? here is more than an equal necessity of teaching man- 
kind the love of God. What would be the condition of the hu- 
man race were they persuaded to believe that the Almighty 
hates them? If we can judge from the effects which we have 
already seen, it would indeed be dreadful. For many have 
been driven to despair, many have been induced to envy beasts 
and reptiles their situation, many have esteemed it a favour 
could they be stricken out of existence, and some have com- 
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mitted the fatal acts of murder and suicide. All these dread. 
ful things have been the effects of a belief that God is a being 
of hatred.—And yet how indifferent are mankind, and even a 
majority of christians to this subject! How unwilling are they 
to proclaim the love of God to the world! And how much are 
those obliged to suffer who do it! Some seem to think that it 
vill be injurious to the moral condition of man to preach the 
love of God to the world, and although it is an article of their 
creed, they think it not best to dwell upon it much. ‘They 
think that it is better to moralize. Now it is impossible that 
any doctrine should be moral that denies the love of God, and 
equally impossible that what is called moral preaching can 
have so good an effect in any way, as when it holds forth and 
makes an application to the heart of the love of God to the 
world. In every other way, generally speaking, moral 
preaching, if it can with propriety be so called, is cold and 
lifeless, uninteresting and unproductive of any very powerful 
effect. If the words of Jesus are that spirit which quickeneth 
the mind of man, is it not indispensably necessary, that the 
love of God, ‘which it was his main object to manifest and 
preach, be made known to mankind ? 

Though it were almost needless, yet we will endeavour to 
corroborate the foregoing observations and arguments. Our 
Saviour says, * Verily, verily, I say unto you, the hour is 
coming and now is, when the dead shall hear the voice of the 
Son of God; and they that hear shall live.”? The words of 
Jesus are spirit and life-—How could the dead live unless they 
heard his voice? How can they now be made alive unless his 
doctrine is preached ? Is his doctrine preached where the love 
of God is not known? Scripture authorizes us to say, that it 
is the goodness of God that leadeth men to repentance, and a 
knowledge of his love that causes men to love him. If this be 
true, the doctrine of God’s goodness and love should be 
preached, and it cannot be preached too forcibly, nor too much. 
This method of preaching then is the best, because it is the 
method that Heaven adopts. How admirably does the apostle 
John take advantage of the love of God manifested in Jesus 
Christ as an argument that we should love one another. After 
teaching that the love of God was manifested in Jesus, he 
very justly argues, * Beloved, if God so loved us, we ought 
also to love one another.’ He predicates our duty to love one 
another upon the fact that God loves us. If it is no induce- 
ment to mankind to love cne another to know that God loves 
them, then the apostle’s argument is vain. If his argument is 
useful and correct, it is indispensably necessary that the love 
of God should be preached to the world.—The same apostle 
not only says “ we have seen,” but is particular to add, “ and 
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do testify that the Father sent the Son to be the Saviour of the 
world.” Why should he be so particular in making known 
God’s intention and determination (for God must have an in- 
tention and determination to do that which he sent his Son to 
do) to save the world, if this would have little or no good ef- 
fect? And yet some, if they think this idea will have no bad 
effect, think it will have no good one; and some are guilty 
(God pardon them) of calling it licentious. They seem to 
think if those who preach it are not criminal, they are at least 
unwise and imprudent. But we have the authority of Paul, 
that ** God hath abounded towards us in all wisdom and pru- 
dence, having made known unto us the mystery of his will, that 
in the dispensation of the fullness of times he might gather to- 
gether in one all things in Christ.”,—Therefore it is both wise 
and prudent to preach the salvation of the world. 

The apostle John seems to think that the hope of eternal 
life has a purifying influence upon the sou]. For after stating 
that we are the sons of God, and that when Christ appeareth 
we shall be like him, for we shall see him as he is, he adds, 
“* And every man that hath this hope in him purifieth himself, 
even as he is pure.” If then, a hope that we shall be like 
Christ possesses this powerful influence over the soul, it is above 
all things necessary that that doctrine should be preached by 
which it is inspired. ‘The doctrine of the apostles harmonizes 
with the doctrine of Jesus, and as they had from him the words 
of eternal life, they could communicate them te others. 

The best way then to convert mankind, to bring sinners to 
repentance is to preach the love of God. And we pray God 
that all who are anxious to accomplish this, may dwell upon a 
theme infinitely sweeter and more beneficial than a cold and 
lifeless repetition of those old ideas which disgraced some of 
the darkest ages of the christian church. 

The foregoing remarks illustrate the doctrine of the passage 
which stands at the head of this article. ‘Those words that are 
spirit and life must be inexpressibly beneficial to mankind. 
We have before intimated that the great and leading theme of 
Jesus’ preaching was the love of God to the world. He fire- 
quently spake of it explicitly, and, whether promising or 
threatening, always implied it. God’s love gives energy and 
eflicacy to every other good moral principle. And it is an_in- 
teresting subject—for when every other fails of arresting the 
attention of man, this will have the desired effect. It is a 
statement made by Rev. John Brown, a missionary, at a mis- 
sionary meeting in London, concerning the Haytians, that 
‘‘ when expatiating on the love of God, in giving his 5on to 
die for them, I have seen them melt, and the big tear roll from 
their sable faces.” . 
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J View of God and Heaven. 
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T’o confine ourselves to a more definite explication of the 
words which head this article, we would bring forward a few 
passages of scripture which illustrate the nature of the death 
from which we are delivered by the words of Christ. Jn his 
epistle to the Ephesians, Paul says, “* Fou hath he quickened 
avho were dead in trespasses and sins.’’ He informs us in his 
epistle to the Romans, that ‘ to be carnally minded is death.” 
his is moral death. The scriptures contemplate all in this 
state who are ignorant of the gospel. ‘Those who hear the 
voice or doctrine of the Son of God and believe, are made 
alive. Our Saviour says, ** He that heareth my word, and 
believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life, and shall 
not come into condemnation, but is passed from death unto 
life’ This is the reward of believing, and it is present. Itis 
a deliverance from death. It is a deliverance from hatred, 
and consequently death; for “* he that loveth not his brother 
abidethin death.” All this the words of Christ are calculated 


‘to do. They are spirit as well as life. Paul was a minister, 


‘* not of the letter but of the spirit; for the letter killeth, but 
the spirit giveth life.”? This is the spirit that quickeneth those 
that are dead in trespasses and sins. Any doctrine then that 
administers death to the soul, that induces us to hate God or 
man, that gives no hope of eternal life, that communicates not 
the love of God to the world, is not the doctrine of Jesus. Let 
us then not follow cunningly devised fables, let us not reject 


the testimony of our Lord.—** Lord to whom shall we go? thou 
hast the words of eternal life.” RICHARDS. 








FROM THE SAME, 
A VIEW OF GOD AND HEAVEN, 
By Dr. Emmons, the celebrated fatalist of Franklin, (N. H.) 


“ff a realising sense of the sovereignty of God leads his 
iviends o submit to itin this world, then we must suppose, that 
it will lead them to submit to it in the world to come. Divine 
sovereignty is as unlimited in duration as in extent. It will 
be displayed in time to come, as it has been in time past, and 
it will be far more clearly displayed when time shall be no 
more. Ina future state it will be seen, not only in afflicting 


- good and bad men while passing through life; but in forming 


their diametrically opposite characters, and fitting them for 
their diametrically different conditions through eternity. ‘Then 
ail the objects of divine election, and of divine reprobation, 
will appear together, and in the most striking contrast. Thus 
it will be seen, that one parent was taken and another left, 
one child taken and another left, one friend taken and another 
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left. Then God will confer everlasting good upon ene persen, 
and inflict everlasting evil upon anothe r. ‘Then it will ap- 
pear, that all the dispensations of providence in this world are 
designed to lay, and did actually lay a foundation for endless 
joy, “and endless sorrow. And who can doubt whether it will 
not be as trying to a parent, to see a child die an eternal as a 
temporal death; or as trying to a child, to see a parent die an 
eternal as a temporal de ath; or as tr ying to a husband, to see 

a wife die an eternal as a temporal death ; ; or as trying to a 
wife, to see a husband die an eternal as a temporal death ; or 
as trying to a friend, to see a friend die an eternal as a tem- 
peral death. The final separation of the wicked from the 
righteous, will excite unspeakably higher sensibility in their 
pious hearts, than any separation, bereavement, or aflliction 
ever did, while they were passing through the fiery trials of 
their probationary states; and in this case it is certain, that 
their sensibility must be cither submission, or unsubmission. 
It must not, and it cannot be unsubmission; but it must be, 
and it will be, perfectly submission. The bright and brighen- 
ing displays of divine severeignty, will perpetually awaken 
and increase their love to it, and sweetly constrain them to 
sing, * Amen, Alleluia,’ while they are continually beholding 
‘ the smoke of the torments of the damned asc ending for ever 
and ever”. The friends of God will be cordially “and unre- 
servedly submissive to his sovereignty, as long as they and he 
shall exist.” 

If this be God’s true character, and if this be a just repre- 
sentation of his capricious choice, and of the condition of the 
saints in the future world, no one can rejoice that he reigns, 
feel satisfied with his partiality, or desire a heaven of agony, in 
witnessing eternal death. ‘This makes God more inexorable 
than the heathen Jupiter, and gtves him a cruelty of purpose, 
at which all the gods of the Pantheon 1 vould recoil in horror. 
‘IT could sooner be a Turk, a Deist, yea an Atheist, than I 
could believe this. For it is less absurd to deny the very be- 
ing of God, than to make him an Almighty tyrant.” The 
above view of God’s sovereignty is so totally opposed by scrip- 


ture and reason, that both must be thrown away to adopt it. 
TiERMES 





FROM THE SAME, 


THE FALLEN ANGELS. 


A consideration of the numerous errors which have cre 
into the systems of religious faith inspires the writer of the fo! 
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264 The Fallen Angels. 


lowing article with a desire to contribute his mite towards re- 
futing those errors, and explaining such portions of scripture, 
as, by misconstruction, have led to them. 

Having a number of children, whom he wishes to have in- 
structed in the truth as it is in Jesus, he wishes to present 
them with such reasons as he possesses for discrediting the 
dogmas of aspurious christianity, that, when they become ca- 
pable of judging for themselves, they may have the arguments 
on both sides of the question to compare and weigh. There- 
fore he esteems it a great favour to be indulged in committing 
his views to the columns of your useful paper. The subject I 
wish now to examine is that of the fallen Angels. ‘The com- 
mon opinion is, that there was once arebellion among celestial 
spirits, and that the ones employed in it were defeated, cast 
out, became devils, were sent to hell, and yet are here on the 
earth continually tempting men to sin. How they came to be 
tempted themselves, and to be influenced by a carnal mind 
wheu they were wholly spiritual is not explained. This is one 
of those precious mysteries, which though certainly true, (in 
the opinion of its advocates) can never be understood. With 
such people it is precious truth that holy spirits can sin, and 


immortal beings become mortal, (as they suppose Adam did) 


though ever so absurd and impossible. That * the angels 
which kept not their first estate,’ were not holy spirits, but 
carnal men, I have not the least doubt. I believe they were 
Korah, Dathan, Abiram, together perhaps with their adhe- 
rents. My reasons fer this belief are as follow—Korah, Da- 
than, and Abiram, were appointed to minister in the tabernacle 
of the congregation of the children of Israel. Hence, in the 
language of scripture, they were called angels. See Rev. i- 
20. ‘This office is whatis called their first estate. From this 
they fell by their rebellion. See Numb. xvi. ‘They were not 
content with ministering in the tabernacle, but sought the 
priesthood also: verse 10. Moses put their pretensions to the 
test-—The earth opened her mouth and swallowed them up. 
In the language of David, they went down quick into hell, Ps. 
iv. 15. 2 Peter ii. 4. Jude 6. In the passages referred to, 
David, Peter and Jude, use similar terms respecting these 
rebels, all agreeing that they went down into hell ; which ac- 
cording to the account of Korah and his company, and accord- 
ing to the opinion of the Jews, is in the centre of the earth. 
We are informed in the Dictionary of Arts and Sciences, and in 
he Encyclopedia, that the Jews believed hell to be in the centre 
of the earth, under waters and mountains: That there are three 
passages to Hell; one by the way of the sea, because Jonah is 
said to have cried out of the belly of hell; one by the way of 
Jerusalem, because it is written, the fire of the Lord is in Zion 








Doctrine of Endless Torture. RO 
and his furnace in Jerusalem; and the other, that by which 
Korah and his company went down. These circumstances 
are sufficient to evince that Korah and his adherents were the 
angels, which, in the opinion of the Jews, were sent down to 
hell for their sins. Hence their case is adduced by Peter and 
Jude, as parallel cases with Sodom and the old world, to 
show the just retribution of judgment upon the wicked and re- 
bellious. See 2 Peter ii. 4, 5,6. Jude 6,7. Let us repeat 
Jude’s words: “* And the angels which kept not their first 
estate, but left their own habitation, he hath reserved in-erer- 
lasting chains, under.darkness, unto the judgment of the great 
day ; [when Zion shail be redeemed—isa. i. 27,] even as Sodom 
and Gomorrah,” &c. Here we see that the case of Korah and 
his company is considered even a perfectly similar case to 
that of Sodom. He says the latter was set forth as an exam- 
ple. So says Peter—even an example unto those who should 
after live ungodly. Nowif the case of Korah and his compa- 
ny is adduced even in such an one as Sodom, an example to 
the ungodly, surely it must have been a case that occurred 
here in this world; otherwise it could not be an example to 
ungodly men. What occurs in the other world, out of sight, 
can be no example to men in this world. 

In that case there could be no propriety in mentioning it, 
together with Sodom and the old world, for the admonition of 
sinful, rebellious men. | 


‘¢ Whoso readeth let him understand.”’ J. BRAK, 





paren 04 ’ 
TWO MORE VICTIMS TO THE DOCTRINES OF ENDLESS TORTURE 





We extract the following from the “ Brockville Recorder,” 
of December 3ist, printed at Brockville, Upper Canada.— 
Since the horrible transaction in Ohio, where three infants 
were offered at once on the altar of the modern Moloch, this 
is the most lamentable tragedy which has appeared on the 
boards of the orthodox theatre. With such tremendous conse- 
quences flowing from the abominable doctrines of endless tor- 
ture, staring us in the face, we are asked, * If the ductrine of 
the restitution of all things is true, where is the use of preach- 
ing it??? When the infernal systems of men and devils are 
driving thousands to insanity and suicide, is there no occasion, 
no need of a remedy 2? How shall we measure that evil, whose 
present consequences overwhelm the brain with terrific her- 
rors, drive the parent to court death itself, that ‘friend to the 
wretch whom every friend forsakes,”’ and in the gloom of a: 
grave, to hide the record of a diseased mind, blind to the light 
of heaven, and poisoned with suspicions, unhallowed, save b 
the incense of the blood of innocents, and the curses of Phayri- 
Vor. IT. Kk 
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366 Cueslion for Discussion. 


sees and hypocrites! To offer arguments, when such facts rise 
and present a front and aspect dripping with human gore, and 
studded with the skeletons of Christian victims, would be play- 
ing with the subject, and opening a door for apologies, for 
doctrines and practices, coloured with the blackest horrors of 
superstition’s hell! How would a scene like this, a father’s 
hand precipitating, in the moment of distraction, when nature 
rose in terrific grandeur, asserting her right to protect herself 
from a demon’s rage, the children of his affection from his bo- 
som, spurned in despair from the heart which could pity, but 
not preserve, to the frozen embrace of 2 watery grave—How 
would this be viewed by the messengers of light, who quieted 
the fears of the affrighted shepherds, with songs of peace from 
heaven ? 

Reader They have no rest, day nor night, who worship the 
beast and his image.” 

‘“ At Ggdensburgh, on Wednesday last, a man of the name 
of William Kirby, said to have emigrated lately from Lreland, 
took two of his children, one of which was two, the other four 
years old, from the house under pretence of taking a walk, and 
upon arriving at the bridge, threw them into the river. As 
they were immediately carried beneath the ice by the current, 
all attempts to save their lives or even recover their bodies 
have proved abortive. ‘The father appears to have been ac- 
tuated by no malicious motives, but by the enthusiastic opinion 
that he was ensuring their future happiness, by putting a pe- 
riod to their existence before they were capable of meriting 
everlasting punishment. He immediately surrendered himself 
to a magistrate, and seems perfectly willing to satisfy the law 
by resigning his life as an atonement for his crime. We un- 


derstand that he has a wife and remaining child.” 
[M. ¥. Gospel Herald. 








FROM THE BOSTON UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


Messrs. Editors.—A few days since, being on a visit at the 
house of a good old uncle of mine, who by the way is what 
they call an orthodox Deacon ; 1 found him looking over the 
Boston papers, among other things which seemed to fix his 
attention, was a subject proposed for discussion by the ‘ Bos- 
ton Debating Society’’—viz. “ Ought a parent in any ¢ase to 
disinherit a child.””, My uncle seemed peculiarly interested 
with this subject, the more so, in consequence of his having the 
misfortune of nourishing and bringing up, what is commonly 
called, a ‘ spoiled child.’ 

The good old man, after a few minutes of silent reflection, 
heaved a deep sigh, and said, Hard indeed must be the heart 
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4f that parent, that can entirely give up a child. I told my 
uncle that I believed the subject was not stated exactly as it 
should be, that it should stand thus: Ought a parent in any 
case to discard a child, when the parent has the power to 
reclaim, and make him a penitent and dutiful son. The old 
gentleman, with some warmth, replied, no man in his senses 
would propose a question like that, for the father must be worse 
than the evil one to be guilty of such a character. My only 
answer was, be careful my dear uncle, how you apply a cha- 
racter to the God you worship, which you very justly consider 
worse than that of the adversary. NATHAN. 








THE REY. MR. THOMPSON, AGAIN. 


We are not disposed to take any part in this personal dis- 
pute, any nore than what seems to be absolutely necessary, 
as a justification of the conduct of our own brethren who are 
still countenancing Mr. T. as a preacher of the gospel. Since, 
therefore, a letter has been received among the Methodists 
from Liverpool, Eng. which, as far as it goes, would seem to con- 
firm, (and probably, in their minds, at least, does confirm,) 
their former suspicions, we shall publish the following ‘ De- 
claration”’ of Mr. 'T., made under solemn oath, as a complete 
rebut, for the present, to the charges against him, with a full 
determination to take no further notice of them until they shall 
have been proved. 


Philadelphia, February 14th, 1828. 
DECLARATION. 


Whereas a charge of intoxication and bigamy has been 
brought against me, by certain slanderous and malevolent 
persons, with a view to injure my character as a minister, and 
whereas, mine accusers, after being publicly challenged to sup- 
port these slanders by evidence, have been unable to produce 
the slightest proof of said charges, notwithstanding that three 
months have elapsed since said slanderous libels were publish- 
ed, and the challenge for proof publicly made, I do most so- 
lemnly declare that all the charges of immorality, wickedly 
published against my reputation in this city, whether verbal 
or by letter, however sealed by Methodistic sanctity, are false, 
libellous, and incapable of being substantiated. ‘That a mar- 
riage contract was once made between me and a certain per- 
son, in the British Isles, I never denied, but candidly admit- 
ted, on the fairest principles of honor and character. But that 
said marriage contract was null and void ab initio, I have al- 
ways asscrted and ever will continue to assert in the most so- 
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268 Another Victim of Delusion. 


lemn manner. Nor is this an opinion of my own, formed fror 
interested motives. It is equally the judgment of the best 
writers and official characters whom I have carefully consult- 
ed, both in the ecclesiastical and civil courts of the aforesaid 
British Isles. And so unfounded are the insinuations of a late 
letter, concerning the piety and respectability of the said fe- 
male’s conduct, that I do most solemnly declare, nothing but 
the deepest concern for character and piety ever could have 
induced me, thus publicly, to disavow all connection with her, 
both on the principles of civil law and the Christian religion, 
JOHN SAMUEL THOMPSON, 


City of Philadelphia, February 14, 1825. Personally appeared before the 
subscriber, an Alderman of the said city, the above named John Samuel 
Thompson, who being duly sworn, doth depose and say that the above declara 
‘ion is correct and true. JOHN BINNS. 








FROM THE RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 
Another Victim, not to Juggernaut, but to delusions nearer home. 


A Mrs. P , of Vernon, in this state, a widow with a nu- 
merous family of children, has been thrown into a state of de- 
lirium by the pious labours, of the renowned Asahel Nettleton, 
the man who has rashly and impiously called himself “ Jesus 
Christ.” The circumstances which led to the sacrifice of this 
victim to superstition, so far as we have been able to ascertain 
them, appear to be more presumptuous and reprehensible than 
those of any other case which has come to our knowledge. 
Having several times called on the family and by his usual arts 
succeeded in destroying the peace, arousing the fears, and 
nearly throwing the mind of Mrs. P. into distraction, Mr. N. 
called again to complete the work so happily begun; with a 
frightful and phrenzied stare, he fixed his cyes on the different 
members of the family, and then with all imaginable sancti- 
monious solemnity, exhibited a Book, we believe the Bible. 
and informing Mrs. P. that it contained the names of the elect, 
and that he would read from it the destinies of her family, he 
proceeded to repeat the names of two of the family, which had 
actually, or apparently been written in the Book. The residue 
of the family, including herself, not being of the elect were 
vessels of wrath, destined to eternal destruction—they were 
to be placed on the left hand.and to receive the awful sentence 
** depart ye cursed,” &c. This scene was too much for the 
excited and half distracted mind of the poor woman. It was a 
Shock, which quite extinguished, and perhaps forever, the 
feeble and glimmering light of reason: mental darkness and 
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dclirium ensued. Mrs. P. has been visited by one or more of Wi 
the Physicians from this City, and is represented to be in a ft 
state of settled and confirmed delirium. It is the advocates of “ap 
such practices and delusions as these who have studied out “4 
‘‘ many inventions” to raise money to support missions for the 7 
purpose of converting the heathen. Are we not told that cha- tm 
by. 


rity begins at home; -and as long as such dark and demoniacal 
delusions as these prevail among us, would it not be well to 
keep our money and missionaries at home? ‘There is work 
enough in our enlightened country, for many labourers in the 
intellectual field, to dispel the clouds of darkness, to resist the 
desolating progress of fanaticism and folly, to diffuse the light 








of truth, to “ vindicate the ways of God to man” and unfold if \ 
the goodness of divine providence. : 4 i 
be : 
= ~_- * ee : ; 
ia 
FROM THE (N. ¥-) GOSPEL HERALD. Bee, 
Bt 
ANOTHER VICTIM TO THE DOCTRINES OF ENDLESS TORTURE ! eg 
wn 
Wilmington, Jan. 7, 1823. ted 


Suicipe.—On Tuesday last, a young man by the name of 
Joshua Huss, who had been boarding in this borough for some 
time previous, put a period to his existence by cutting his 
own throat with a razor. For some days prior to the execu- 
tion of the fatal deed, he had laboured under a mental depres- 
sion, occasioned by having had an alarming dream, which had 
aroused his fears respecting a future state of existence, and 
some other causes. He had borne a good character while in 
our borough, and was we understand, a native of Lancaster 
County. It may bea gratification to his friends, to learn that 
his remains were interred in a manner corresponding with the 
character which he had borne. 
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OBITUARY. 


Diep, on the 11th ult. Mrs. ToHanxrun Simmons, widow 
of the late Mr. Stephen Simmons, both of whom were members 
of the Universalist Church in this city. Mrs. Simmons was 
formerly a member of the Episcopal church, and, although she 
would occasionally attend meeting with her busband, at his 
request, and merely to please him, yet for a long time after 
Mr. Simmons became a member of the Universalist church, 
she was very much opposed to the doctrine of universal salva- 
tion. But after hearing the doctrine a number of times, shi 
became more favourably disposed, yet she was never fully con- 
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vinced of its truth, until just before the death of her husband : 
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a7 Obttuary. 


‘when, on hearing the last sermon which Mr. S. ever heard, 
(from Jer. viii. 22,) the wisdom, as well as the power of God, 
as manifested in Christ, the great Physician of souls, was so 
fully and clearly delineated, as being extended to all mankind 
without exception, that she became a complete convert to the 
doctrine. On returning home she frankly acknowledged her 
faith, to the great joy and satisfaction of her husband. But, 
alas! his joy on earth, on this account, was but short; for 
during that same week he took the fever which terminated his 
earthly existence. Soon after this, Mrs. 5. became a member 
of the same church, and a very constant attendant; and it is 
presumed, (from all that we know onthe subject,) no person ever 
enjoyed religion better. She attended meeting as long as she 
was able, and the Jast time she went was unable to go home 
without assistance. Her sufferings have been very excru- 
ciating! But during a long and painful sickness, which she 
bore with patience and christian fortitude, and which termi- 
nated her earthly existence, her faith never wavered, but re- 
mained firm to the last. A short time previous to her death 
she sent for her pastor to visit her, (as he had frequently done 
turing her sickness) that she might leave with him her dying 
testimony. She informed him that, inasmuch as she had been | 
once so convulsed, as to lose for a time her reason, and not 
knowing how she might go out of the world, or whether she 
should much longer retain her senses, and fearing that reports, 
unfavourable to the doctrine in which she so much rejoiced, 
might be made concerning her, after her decease, (as there of- 
ten have been respecting others, )she had sought this opportunity 
to relate the travail of her mind before living witnesses. She 
then went on to relate for more than an hour, although too 
weak to be even moved in bed, what may be termed her Chris- 
tian experience ; and, in the presence of her children, and se- 
veral others wlio were present, she gave a full history of her 
former belief, views, hopes and fears, as well before as during 
the period of her being a member of the Episcopal church, her 
opposition to the doctrine of Universalism, the entreaties and 
persuasion of her late husband to prevail on her to hear the 
doctrine, how she was finally brought into the belief of it, and 
what joy and satisfaction it had given her. She seemed to be 
almost supernaturally assisted as to ideas, words, and strength 
of utterance. And, added she, “‘ Whether I go out of the 
world convulsed, or whether I shall have m y reason, it matters 
uot, so long as the will of the Lord is done; and should it be 
reported that I changed my religious sentiments on my death 
bed, you will now be able, and I enjoin it on you, to contra- 
ilict all such reports. It has been often said that the doctrine 
is good to live by, but not to die by: I can now say that the 
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doctrine affords me as much consolation in death, as any doc- 
trine possibly can during life ; for nothing but a firm belief in 
the universal love and goodness of God, could have supported 
me under the pains I have endured!??* These may not be ex- 
actly her words, in the same connexion in which they were de- 
livered ; but they are the true spirit and substance of her dis- 
course, as all who heard her can testify. It pleased God to 
continue her reason to the last, till she sunk under her malady, 
and peaceably fell asleep. For some hours before her death, 
she was unable to speak, but at no period did she manifest the 
least wavering in regard to her faith. ‘Thus, in giving this 
simple account, unvarnished, unadorned by human art, we have 
but discharged a duty enjoined upon us. We do not give it as 
any additional proof of the truth of the doctrine, (for it needs 
no additional proof,) but only to show the comfort and conso- 
{ation such faith, and such knowledge, which we conceive to 
be the knowledge of the truth, can give, even under the most 


painful circumstances. 
ee 


Diep, at Hudson, N. Y. on the 1st February, Doctor Ar- 
PHEUS ApAMs, aged about 40 years; a physician of the first 
reputation. In the death of this man, science has to mourn 
the fall of a bright column. Without the advantages of an 
academical education he had acquired a soundness of reason- 
ing on every subject in which he engaged, rarely to be met 
with. In branches of science connected with his profession, 
Chemistry, Botany, Geology, he was surpassed in knowledge 
by few professors; his reading was mainly confined to the 
limits of the healing art with the addition of the scriptures ; 
in their elucidation he was clear and logical, and as an advo- 
sate for the unlimited grace of God he boldly threw the gaunt- 
let to the opposers of that grace. After an illness of ten days, 
and in the unshaken confidence of the truth of the everlasting 
gospel, his spirit departed to his Maker and God. Few men 
have fallen in this city so universally lamented.—Zfelig. ing. 
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ANOTHER GONVERSION. 


We learn from Albany, N. Y. that the Rev. AsHarx Davis, 
an Episcopal clergyman, and one of the chaplains in the Le- 
gislature, has of late been led to believe in the “* Unrry or 
Gop, and in the final holiness and happiness of ali mankind ;” 
in consequence of which, he has resigned his place and the du- 
ties of the ministry in the Episcopal church.. May the Lord 
strengthen his hands and encourage his heart; and speedily 
epen a door for his more useful labours. 

* Mrs. S. died of a cancer, as more fully appeared on opening the body afte: 
her decease. 
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272 Streeter’s Letter, Vew Publications—Poeiry. 


FROM THE BOSTON UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


Messrs. Editors.—Never considering myself to be one of the 
framers of the ‘ Appeal to the Public,’ or having any concery 
‘therewith, you will do the favour of correcting the mistake jy, 
your next Magazine. Yours, &c. Bb. STREETER. 


~ = 


NEW PUBLICATIONS. 


Belsham’s translation of the Epistles of Paul.—The Rev. 
Thomas Belsham’s Translation and Exposition of the Epistles 
of Paul is completed, and has issued from the press in London. 
Two editions of this work have been already printed, one in 
quarto and the other in octavo, which is comprised in four vo- 


lumes.—[ Unit. Miscellany. 
oi 


We are happy to inform our readers that we have received 
the first five numbers of the ‘* Gospel Advocate,”’ a paper de- 
voted to the cause of Universalism. edited by our Br. ‘Thomas 
Gross, and printed at Buffalo, N. Y. May the labours of our 
brother be abundantly blessed to the edification and comfort of 
the children of God. 


or cm —— —_ 


SELECTED TOR THE MAGAZINE, 


THE FAMILY BIBLE. 


“6 OA! that I were as in months past”’—Job xxix. 2. 

















How painfully pleasing the fond recollection, 

Of youthful connexions and innocent joy ; 

When blest with parental advice and affection, 
Surrounded with mercies, with peace from on high! 

t still view the chairs of my sire and my mother, 
The seats of their offspring as rang’d on each hand ; 
And that richest of books, which excell’d ev’ry other, 
The Family Bible that lay on the stand. 


That Bible, the volume of God’s inspiration, 

At morn, and at even’ could yield us delight ; 

And the prayer of our sire was a sweet invocation, 
For mercy by day and for safety through night. 

Our hymns of thanksgiving with harmony swelling, 
All warm from the hearts of a family band, 

Half rais’d us from earth to that rapturous dwelling, 
Describ’d in the Bible that lay on the stand. 


Ye scenes of tranquility, long have we parted, 

My hopes almost gone—and my parents no more; 
In sorrow and sadness 1 live broken hearted, 

And wander unknown on a far distant shore; 

Yet how can I doubt a dear Saviour’s protection, 
Forgetful of gifts from his bountiful hand, 

O! let me with patience receive his correction, 
And think of the Bible that lay on the stand. 





